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Tho great speech on Protectlon hy
McKlnley, of Ohio, waa dcllver

ed before the Georgia Chautauqua on
Tuesday, August 21st. Mr. McKlnley was
introduced by Judge Howard Van Epps.
We glve his argument to our readers In
full, as follosvs:

Fellow-Cltizen- s : I make my acknowl-
edgmeuts to the Piedmont Soclety for tha
courtesy aud cordlnllty ol its Invltatlon,
whlch haa glven me the opportunlty to
meet for the flrst tlme aa u&semblage of
the cltiztns of Georgia. I have come upon
the euggestiou of the commlttee tonddress
you upon r publlc questlon of great na
tlonal import, whlch concerns not only the
procperlty of ono sectlon, but of all sectlona
of our comtnon country, and whlch la of
commandlng laterest to our 60,000,000 o!
people. It ls no new subject I propose to
consider. It ls as old as governments by
men. Taxatlon, wlth few exceptlons, lias
been the chlef and absorbing issuo for
more than n centnry of the repnbllc. The
government was scarcely launched before
ltB dlscusslon comraanded the best thought
of the statesmen of the tlme, nnd ln vary-
lng degrees lt has been promlnentlf before
the publlc ever since. The dlfferent
theories of taxatlon have an lnterest now
whlch they have never possessed before.
Publlc thonght ls nwakened, and the clti-ee- n

ls luvestfgatlng forhimself. Frank
dlscusslon and thoughtful conslderatlon
of the two conlllcting theories are, there-
fore, demanded ln the present state of the
publlc 'mlnd, as well os the condltlon of
our natlonal treasury. How taxes are to
bo ralsed to snpport the government, and
by what method can they be levled and
collected as to bear most llghtly upon the
people, and at the same tlme promote
rather than retnrd natlonal prosperity, ls
the Bcope of the theme whlch I propose to
discuss before youto-day- .

Thcre are some thlngs upon whlch all
are ln nscord, nnd whlch are so manlfest
os to requueno argument ornmpliflcatlon,
They are admltted facts. Among themare
that the Unlted States muat have suniclent
money to meet Its cnrrent expenses and
maturlng obllgatlons; that the Unlted
States, aa a polltical soclety, la wlthout
nssets, wlthout money, and has no Income,
exceptwhntlt sccnrea by tnxes collected
from lts people. It must collect lts money,
whate7er may be lta actual requlrements,
elther by dlrect taxes or by dutles upon
imports. There are few people to be fonnd
ln the country who serlously favor the
system of dlrect taxatlon for gorermeutal
expenses that ls, taxlug the people, tbelr
property, real and :pereonal, thelr profes-
sions and employmenta. The Amerlcan
sentlment ls practlcally unanlmons in
favor of raifllng at least n large share of
therevenne for the government by levy-ln-

DUTIES UPON FOREION IMrORTATIONS.

It reqnlres nearly $350,000,000 every year
to meet the necessary wants of the publlc
service, and there ls general assent to tho
proposltlon that the bulk of thla vast sum
shtll be ralsed from customs sources. Up
to thla polnt there ls substantlal concur- -
rence, and here lndlvldual andparty sentl-
ment divlde, and I belleve honestly divlde,
nnd to these llnes of dlvlslon, and upou the
prlnciples upoa whlch they respectlvely
reat, I Invlte your respectf ul conslderatlon.
Free traders, or, to be more t,

the advocates of a revenue tnrlff,
wlth the otber school of polltical

cconomlsts ln Import dntles, inslst that
dutles shall be levled upon tnat class of
forelgn productn whlch are not prodnccd
ln the Unlted States, tbe princlpol belng
that revenue ls the sole and only object of
euch taxatlon, and that a duty levled upon
such forelgn products as have little or no
home competltlon wlll Securo tbe largest
revenue wlth the smallest rate of duty.

And thls ls altogethcr trne. for whenever
you can Qnd a forelgn artlcle whlch the
people of thls country require and whlch
of necesstty they must Import, nny duty,
however low, ludeed the very mlnlmnm,
wlll prodnce revenue j for Inaamuch as
there la no home produced artlcle to con-ten- d

for any part of the home market,
wlll go on nnchecked, and the

revenue derlved therefrom wlll be only
llmlted by the extent of the Importatlons
Influenced by the necessitles of our peonle
and thelr capaclty to buy. An Illustration
famlllar to nll of you are tho products of
ten and cortee. N elther of these great
staple nrtlcles are produced ln the Unlted
Statea. Tbe demauds of our people for
these products. and they extenu to every
home and flreslde In the land, are snpplled
from abroad. Now, any tax thereon,
however sllgbt and lnslcnlflcant, would
prodnce a very conslderable revenue to the
government; and thls Ulustrates what ls
commonly understood as n "revenue
tarlff." If, however, the duty ls lovied
upon the forelgn competlng product, lt la
inime so iow, naving revenue oniy iu view,
that the effect ls to destrov home comue- -

tltlon nnd Increase the revenue therefrom
by Increasing Importatlons.

Hon. J. Kandolph Tncker, of Vlrglnla,
an emtnent lawyer nnd experlenced states.
mau, lu a speech dellvered in the House of
iieprtsentaiivea iiay i, isiis, ueitnea a
revenue duty aa follows :

"Therefore, as no hlgher duty onght to
be lald thau la ueeded to ralso the requls-lt- e

revenue on nny partlcular artlcle, lt
follows that the trne revenue duty la the
lowest duty whlch wlll bring the requlred
revenue."

Thls deQnltlon ls a fair and frank one,
and I accept It. A revenne tnrlff la, there-
fore, such n one os wlll prodnce the
LARGEST REVENUE FROM THE LOWEST

DDTY.

The lowest rate of duty wlll encourage Im
portatlons, dlmlnlsh home prodnctlon, and
Inevitably increase the revenue; lt wlll of
necesslty check competltlon at hume and
send our mercbanta abroad to buy; lt
allords no protectlon, not even lncldeutal,
for the very Instant you dlscover that such
duty favora the home producer, that In
stant you dlscover that Importatlons and
revenne are checked, and that our own
producers are nble to control the home
market, or pnrt of lt. Then at once the
ndvocnte of n revenue tarlll reduces the
duty, brlngs lt down to the true revenue
stannard ; ror it vrmsi noc ue overiooKea,
nccordlng to that free trade maxlm.
"Where protectlon beclns revenue ends."
nnd the questlon of revenue la alnnyscon- -
iroinng. a revenue lanu la mconsisient
wlth protectlon ; lt ls iuteuded for a wholly
dlfferent purpose. It loes lts force and
ctiaracter as a genuine revenue inriu wnen
lt becomes to nny extont nrotectlve. It has
but one object. lt can have but one elTect

tnat oi opening up our marKew to tne
forelgn producer lmpoverlshlDg the home
nroducer nnd enrlchlnirhls forelan rlval.

England la more nearly n tree trade
country than any other, and her system of
taxatlon furnlsbes an unmlstakable

of the practice nnd prlnclpla of n
revenue tarlff. Her import dutles nre

nlmost excluslvely upon nrtlcles
whlch caunot be produced by her own
people upon her own oll. Tobacco, bnufT,
clgars, chlcoiy, cocoa, currants, llgs,
ralslns, rum, hmndy, wine, ten nnd coffee

theso nre the nrtlcles trom whlch her
cnstoma revenuo la derlved ; nrtlcles, ln
the maln, not produced ln England, but
whlch must be supplled from abroad,
while, practlcally, all competlng products
of forelgn make nnd productlon nre ad-
mltted tbrough her custom honses free of
duty. A brlef stntement of the dutlable
imports of Great lirltalu wlll not be wlth-
out lnterest.

It wlll be observed that her dntles are
moro largely lmposed upon pecullarly
Americnu products than upon any others.
The duty upon tobacco ls, nccordlng to
moisture, from &i to 92 ceuts per pound
for the raw, or unmanufactured artlcle,
and if manufactured lt pays a duty of from
f l.Ol to I1.1G per pound. The manufac-
tured artlcle ls made dutlable at SO cents
ner nound ereater than the raw nroduct.
whlch, wlth all of England'u boasted free
trade, ls lntended as a protectlon to those
engaged ln the manipulation of tobacco.
It ls nlmost prohtbltlve to Amerlcans who
would export manufactured tobacco. The
ad vnlorem eqnlvalent of the duty on to--
uacco is nenny a,wu per ceni. uignrs pay
n duty of (1.3:2 a pound, and from tobacco
nnd enuff over fl3.0CO.000 of dutles nre
collected nnnually. The duty on tca ls 13
cenm a pounu.

HOW WOL'LD T11E AMERICAN EKJOT
paylng such n dnty upon thls artlcle of
every day user The duty collected from
thls sonrce la over $3,000,000 annually.
Coffee pays a duty of 3 cents a pound, but
lf ground, prepared, or In any way manu
factured, lt must paya dutyof 4 cents a
pound another example of where Eng-
land protecta thoso engaged in manufac
ture. Cocoa pays adu'tyof 2 cents n pound.
but it it is ln any form subjected to manu- -

lacturo lt pays 4 cents n pound, the duty
on tbe manufactured artlcle belng double
that on the raw materiaL. llealdo the nrtl-
cles I bave named, there are about 00 or
100 others, cblelly of Amerlcan productlon ,
patented and other medlclnes, whlch are
dntlable ut $3.30 per gallon. More thau
$00,000,000, or nearly h of the
Urltlsh revennes, nre ralsed from customs
dutles.

You wlll note the character of taxatlon
to whlch the revenue reformer lnvltes tho
people of the Unlted States. Both the
breakfast table and the slck room are
made to bear n large part of tbe burden
under the Urltlsh system of taxatlon. It
ls not wlthout slgnlllcance that the nearer
we approach thls system tbe more gener-ou- s

the bestowal of Urltlsh commendatlon.
Every step we take ln that dlrectlon.every
enlargement of the free listot competlng
forelgn products, every reductlon of duty
upon such products Is halled os a vlndlca-tlo- n

of Cobden nnd a benencenca tn HrH.
Ish Interests. It ls in valn for tho Urltlsh
statesmen to assure us that thelr system is
best for us. We are not accustomed to
look to our commerclal rlvols for dislnter-eate- d

favors. "It Is folly," sald Washing-
ton ln hls farowell address, "in one natlon
to look for dlslnterested favors frnm nn.
other; lt must pay, wlth a portlon of lu
maepenaence, ror wnaiever lt may accept
under that character. There can be nn
greater error than to expector calculate
upon real favors from natlon to natlon. It la
nn llluslou whlch expenence must cnre and
whlch a just prlde ought to dlscard." We
nre not, Mr. Fresldent, lnsen6lble to the

oou opinion oi manuna ana of tbe Eng-is- h
speaklng race, but when lt is to be

had only at the expense of our lndnstrlal
lndependence. at the sacrlflce of the dlg-nl- ty

and lndependence of labor and the de
struction of natlonal prosperity, we must
regaru it, wnn supreme suspicion ana turn
from lt as the eulogy of selilsh lnterest
nnd the commendatlon of it'terested greed.

The other theory of taxatlon, nnd the
one whlch I belleve to be essentlal to
Amerlcan
DEVF.LOr.MEST AND NATIONAL PROSrERITV
Is ba?ed upon an exactly opposlte prlncl-pl- e.

It permlts all nrtlcles of forelgn pro-
ductlon, whether of the fleld, the factory
or the minc, except luxnrles only, whlch
we cannot prodnce ln the Unlted States,to
enter our ports free nnd unburdened by
cnstom house exnctions. The duty Is to be
lmposed upon the forelgn competlng pro-

duct; thatls, the product which.lf brought
luto thls country, would contend wlth the
producta of our own soil, our own labor,
nud our own factorls,ln our own mnrkets.
Under thla system, lf the forelgn producer
would enter our market wlth a competlng
prodnct, he must contrlbute somethlng
for the prlviltge whlch he is to enjoy, and
thls somethlng, ln the form of dntles, goes
into the treasury, furnlshlng revenne to
the government; nnd these dutles operalo
toprotect the jolnt product of labor and
capltal agalnbt a Uke forelgn product.'

Thls mode of levylng dutles answers a
double purpose. It produces revenue to
tbe government, and at the same tlme fos-te-

and encourages the occupations of our
own people, promotes industrial develop-ment- ,

opens up new mines. bullds new
factorles. and sustalns those already

whlch, ln turn, furnlsh employ-men- t
to labor at fair and remuneratlre

wages. A revenne tarlff accompllshes but
a slngle purpose that of ralslng revenue;
lt has no other mlsslon; whlle a protectlve
tarlff accompllshes thla and more lt
brlngs revenue to the Amerlcan treasury
and dlscrlmlnates in favor of the Amerl-
can cltlzen. A revenue tariff invltea the
product of forelgn labor aud forelgn capl-
tal to occupy our markets free and d

In competltlon wlth the product
of our own labor nnd cnnltnl. A nrnlwtivn
tnrlff lnvltes tho product of forelgn labor
huu lureign capiroi wnicn nre necessary to
the wants of our people (whlch we cannot
prodnce ln the Unlted States) to occupy
our markets and no untaxed to the npnnli.
but Inslsts that every forelgn prodnct
wuiuu js pruuuueu ui. uome, or can oe suc
cessf ully, In quantltles cnpable of snpply-)n- g

the domestlc consnmptlon, shall,
whenever necessary to maluUiln sultable
rewards to our labor, bear n duty whlch
shall not beso hlch os to prohlblt impor-
tatlons, but at such a rate aa wlll produce
the necessary revenues, nnd nt the sime
tlme not destroy, bnt encourage Amerlcan
productlon. It says to the world of pro-
ducers. "If you wnnt to share witb. the

of the Unlted States thelr home mar-
ket, you mnst pay for the prlvllege of
dolng It. Your product shall not enter ln
free nnd unrestralned competltlon wlth
tho prodnct of our own people, bnt shall
be dlscrimlnatedagalnst to such an extent
asto
FULLT TR0TECT AND DEFEND OUR OWN.

Hon. Alexander Stephena, ndlstlngulsh-e- d

cltlzen of your own Stnte, nnd endeared
to the people of the South, stated on June
23, 1882, the theory so well that I beg to
to quote from hlni:

"The best way to ralse revenne Is by
dutles upon Imports, They bear less heav-ll- y

on tho and, as leglslators,
thatls what w shonld look to. Inlevy-ln- g

dutles on imports you can at tho same
tlme make forelgn producers pay for the
use oi your maritets, anu in that way,

properly, glve old and pro-
tectlon to Amerlcan industry. It ls nottrue ns a general proposltlon that the

all the duty lmposed upon
commodltles brought from other coun- -
biico. iuio u qucBuuu tnat i cannotnow argue. In most lnstances, where thedutles nre judlclously lnld, they are bornepartly by the consumer nnd partly by thelmporter. To allow Congress thus to ralse
revenue by dutles upon Imports waa one
of the maln objects ln establlshing the fed-er-

constltntlon of 1T87. Thls system-o- f

internal reenue taxatlon byexclseand
stump dutles waa not favored by the

of the republlc In tlmes of peace. I
speak plamly, and say that lt was looked
upon tben aa notonlyof Urltlsh orlgln.but
there was always the odlum of Urltlsh
Torylsm attached to lt ln the Amerlcan
mind. There was never any leglslatlon
more nbhorent to tho people of thls conn-tr-

even ln thelr colonlal condltlon, thnn
whnt was known aa the lnfnmous stamn
nct."

It Is alleged as n serlous objectlon to
protectlve dutles that the tax, whatcver ltmay be, lncreases the cost of tho forelgn
as well as the domestlc prodnct to the ex-
tent of such tnx or dnty, and that lt lswholly pnld by the consumer. Thls objec-
tlon would be worthyot serlous consldera-
tlon lf lt were true, but, as has been

over and over ngaln, It iswlthout foundadon In fact. Wherever
the forelgn product haa successfnl compe-
tltlon at home the duty Is rarely palii by
the consnmer. It Is pald from the proflts
of the mannfacturer, or dlvlded betiveen
hlm and the merchant or the importer,
nnd dimlnishea thelr proflts to that extent.Duty or no duty; wlthout home competl-
tlon the consumer would fnre woree thanhe fares now. There ls not ln the lOng llne
of stoplo products consumed by the peoplea slngle ono whlch has not been cheapeued
by competltlon at home, made posslble by
protectlve dutles. There la not nn nrtlclo
that enters into tbe every day uses of thefamlly whlch ls produced in tte Unlted
States that has not been made cheaper andmore accesslble as the result of home pro-
ductlon and development, whlch was to
be secured only by the sturdy malntenance
of the protectlve system. Whlle thls is
true of protectlve tarlffs, exactly
TIIE OrrOSITE 13 TRUE OF REVENUE

ThftVArftdlwATH TlJlIfl hv lia onnenmA
A dnty put upon a forelgn prodnct the llke
oi wnicn is not proaucea nt nome, nnd
whlch enters onr markets frp Imm Unu
competltiOD.the cost to.tbe Amerlcan con-
sumer Is exactly tne forelgn cost wlth tbe
dnty added, whatever that may be, much
or uiuc Dupposmg, lor exampie, tnere
was a tax npon ten and coffee. There be-
lng no prodnctlon of theso nrtlcles in the
Unlted States. nnd therpfnrA nnmmnati.
tlon here, the cost to the Amcricon pnbllo
would be the cost abroad nnd the duty
added. We Imported last year B20,489,000
pounda of coffee. A duty of 10 centa a

pound would have prodnced to the govern-
ment over $32,000,000. whlch would have
been pnld by the 12,000,000 famlllea of thls
country.consumers of thls artlcle. Elghty-seve- n

mllllon llvo hundred and elghty-- f
our thousand ponnda of tea were Import

ed last year. At 10 centa a pound $8,000,-00- 0

and upwards would bave gone luto the
treasury, every dollar of whlcb would
have been pald by our own people. Take
sugarns another exnmple. We produced
last yenr In thls country nbout 8 per cent.
of whnt onr people consumed. The dnty
collected from Imported sugnr nmounted
to $53,000,000. The domestlc productlon
wns bo lnconslderable as compnred wlth
the domestlc consumptlon as to have hud
little, lf any, appreciable effect upon the
prlce to the consumer, and therefore thla
sum was almost wholly pald by our own
cltlzena, and tbe cost of sugar to tbe
Amerlcan conaumer, because of the lnade-quat- e

homesupply, ls practlcally tho for-
elgn pnce, dnty added, the domestlc pro-
dnctlon belng so small, contiasted wlth
the domestlc demand, that lt ln nowlso
controlled or Inllnenced the nrlce.

The prlce to ns ls flxed by the 02 per
cent whlch came from abroad, plua tbe
nmount of the dutv collected at the cus-
tom house. lt would have been otherwise
lt the bulk of our consumptlon was pro-
duced at home. If you take any Amerlcan
prouncuon wnicn is large enougn to sup-nl-

the domestlc demand. the effect ls ilif
ferent, Then the forelgn productlon must
undersell the homo prodnctlon ln order to
cet n foothold ln thls market, and, there-
fore, the forelgn producer ls wllllnK to
surrender the whole dnty, or n conslder-
able part of lt, consentlng to less proflts
for tne sake of extendlug hls markets.
wnn me nope or uitimateiy acsiroying
home competltlon. The real nuestlon.
therefore, la whether, ln ralslnc money to
supply thegovernmcnt's needs, we should
nnve tnougntiul concern of the

INDUSTRIAL INTERESTS OF TIIE TEOrLE
we represent, or, dlscardlng every jther
conslderatlon, shall adjust our dutles npon
tbo revenne princlple to sccure revenue,and
revenue only. The money must be ralsed
nnd In ralslng lt tho protectlonlst ls lulnd- -
ful of the lnterest of our own people.
rne tariu retormer la considerate of every
body else's lnterest but our own. I cannot
understand why any patrlotlc cltlzen
Bhouldprefern revenue tariff ton protec-
tlve tarlff. I cannot understand why, so
lona aa taxatlon. must bo resorted to,
(and that wlll be the case so long ns gov-
ernments exist) lt should not be ralsed up-
ou tbe forelgn artlcle whlch competes
wlth the domestlc nrtlclo, nnd thua

in favor of our own and ngalnst
iuo lureiKu, rauier mau 10 aumit to equal-ityl- n

our markets untaxed. nnd nnon
equal terma witb our own producers, the
producta of our forelgn rlvals.

Tho protectlve system but invokes the
uignest inw oi nature, tnat or self preser
vntlon. There la everv rpiusnn. fntimlMl In
justlce, why the Amerlcan producer
nhould ln every constitutlonal way be fav-
ored aa agalnst the forelgn producers
whose products compete wlth hls. Thls la
onr natural mnrket, We hnvc made lt.
We have made It alter a century of strug-gl-

We have made It at n cost of capltal
nnd braln and muscle. Wa have preserv-edl- t

agalnst forelgn wars nnd domestlc
conllicts, at great sacrlflce of men andmoney. The forelgn producer hns contrl-bute- d

nothlug to the growth or develop-ment;-

the country. Whatever Inflnence
he haa exerted has been agalnst usnnd to
our detrlment. Ho has nothing ln com-
nion wlth us. Ho ls wlthout ihe jurlsdlc-tlono- f

ourlaws.- - He cannot be reuchedby the taxgntherer. He ls exempt from
nll rtvll obllgatlons ln every part of the
republlc. We can make no rennlaltlnn
npon hlm, elther lu peace orln wnr. Onr
mode of reachlng hlm la through the pro-
duct he would send to our markets. We
can demand of hlm that hls merchandlse
Bhall make contrlbutoln to our treasury If
hc tumu cujuv llio usa HI Hlir TnfirlrpTq.
We can make hlm servo us ln no other
way.

ln the case of revenne tariff, asl bave
Eolnted out, hia product never bears the

Whntever we put upon It is
borne bv our own neoDle. and ln nn wU
ahared by hlm. Thla princlple of carlng
for our own lsfounded upon the hlghest
nuthorlty, human r.nd dlvlne. It com--
mences witn tne lamlly, extends up
through the the comunlty, to the State,
nnd at last to the natlon. There Is no clty
ln tho country ln any sectlon that does
not Invoke thls princlple ln the ndmlnis-tlo-a

of mnnicipal government for the pro--

ENCOURAGEMENT OF ITS OWN CITIZENS,

The lnterant vender ls taxed in every
clty of the land. Ifhe would expose hls
waresupon the Btreetsot Atlanta at pnb-li- c

nuctlon Idoubt not tho clty government
compels hlm to pay a tax for the prlvllege
oi aoing u, nnd t hnt tax lsaddcd to tho ordl
nnry revennes of the clty to osslst ln meet-in- g

its obllgatlons. Now, why ia thls
done Upon exactly the same princlple
that we tax the forelgn competlng product
under the system of protectlon. It 13 done
to protect anu ueienu tne resldent mer
ch.mta of vour cltv. who are wlth vnn nt.
wnys, wlthln your Jnrlsdlctlon, subject to
your laws, contributlng to the wenlth and
progress of your clty, paylng tnxes to
ndorn and beautify lt, paylng taxes to sup-por- t

your publlc chools and make publlc
lmprovemeuui. xneiuuernut venuer naa
no such rclatlon to your communlty. He
ia no part of your polltical organlsm. He
comes and goes ; he ia not n taxpayer ; be
nhares in nouo of tho burdena ot your peo- -
pie ; ne is a iree traaer ; wno iooks upon
vnnr market ns mnch his nml iu nnpn tn
hlm asto your own tradespeople. Y'our
clty government taxes mni to uiminisn
the burdens borne by your own cltlzens.
Thls ls protectlon, Blmply and pure, and ls
tbe exact character ot that whlch we
would apply to forelgn natlons seeklng
our markets. uur iainers recognizeu tnis
princlple. It was emphaslzed ln the
second act ever passed by the Congress of
the Unlted State". Thj rlnglng words of
thnt declaratlon for lndnstrlal lndepen-
dence 1 wlsh uilght llnd a lodgment in
every Amerlcan beart.

Wnereas, lt ls necessary for the support
of the governaent, for tho dlschargeot
the debts ot the natlon, and for the encour-ngeme-

and protectlon of manufactur-er- s,

that dutles be levled on imported
Roods, wares and merchandlse.

A more posltlve declaratlon ln favor of
the protectlve system Ic wouM be dlfllcult
to llnd language to express. Thls was the
llrst lmoortant lecl'iUitlvo declaratlon un
der the federal constltntlon. Tho only
otneriaw tnat preceueu it was tnat oi nx-n-

the oath ot ofQce of certoln federal of- -

flclals. It was made even before Wash-
ington waa lnaugnrated, It subsequently
recelved hls sanctlon, and it Is n fact, not
wlthout slgulflcance, thnt hls approval
wasglventoit on a day memorable in
Amerlcan history, July4, 1789. Ithad the
approval otJames Madlson, Hufus Klng,
HogprSherman.Trumbuli, Lee.and apart
of other leadlnc men from nll nntts nt tha
Unlon.

ADDITIONAL TARIFF LEGISLATION

was had In 1T00. Some dutles were
The Journnl of the House of Hen.

reSCUtutiVf B (llacloSPq thfl fnff H,nt nt
votes given ln favor ot the blll, 21 were
irom tne boutnern states. 13 from the
Mlddle Stntea, and flve from theNewEng-lan- d

States. Of the 13 votes agalnst lt,
nlne were from the New England States,
tnreeirom tne southern States, nnd one
frnm Mip. ......MMilto Statao Tf ...iit i i.u.w uH.va. iu ym UIU3 UO
Been that we are largely ludebted to the
wuutu iuo iuaiiKuiaiiuu huu esmoiisn-me-

of the protectlve system in the
Unlted States. whlch has for the most part
governed onr legislatlon slnce the forma- -
""nwiuo kuvctuuieui. ror nearly wyears of our natlonal iife thls princlple ln
lts fullnesa has been recognlzed ln our
laws, and whenever recognlzed lt haa beeu

,l cu commerciai nnd lndns-
trlal development, stlmulatinc new enter- -
i,uca, nuu ecuuriu prosperity to tne
tnAKRPR. wlthmif. nnrallol In thn ..).lfr.i..t,.i.A iu huq twiiu O U--
nals.

The revenuo tariff periods of our history
have been periods of greatest ilnancialrpvtllcilnna nnrl lnrl.,c.tln I .tnnn.i .
and powrtv amoog the people, prlvate en- -

. u,a nuu puuuc worKS
From 1833 to 1842, under the low

inrm legiainuon tnen prevalling, buslnesa
was at a standstill and our merchants and
itauem tteru uHUKrupteu; our Indnstrieswere paralyzed, our labor remained idle
and onr capltal was nnemployed. Forelgn
products crowded our markets, destroyed
domestlc competltlon, and, ns lnvarlaWy
follows, that the prlce of commodltles toPnnciimpra wna DnnPDnl.il.lH ui u
anlnstructlve fact that every panlc thls
t.wuM..j -- iw cci cAijeneuceu uas ueen

ui cuurnioua importatlons.

presented under the low tarlff of that per--

Contrast thls perlod wlth the perlod
frnm 1STJ) tn 1RSO ih.l.n.. .i.
enue tarlll. the latteruuder a protectlve
pariu in ibuo we had 103,000,000 acres ot
000,000, an Increase ot 75 per cent. ln 1800
our farma were valued at $3,200,000,000.
In 16SS0 the value had leaped to $10,197,-000,00-

an Increase of over 300 per cent.
jii xww no imscu iiO.UW.WU OU3Dei3 OI

ralsed 833,000,000 busheU of corn ; in 1SS0,
-- ,iii,vwivjwuu8uci31 m ioouwe prounc-e- d

5.0UO.OUO bnles of cotton ; in 1SS0, 7,000.- -

1600 we manufactured cotton goods to the
vmucu. tii3,u3i,i4 ; in isu the valnerpnp.hpilSoll nonrmn nn hnaeanfnnn, .1

I ' "M 1UI.IUKBUL UIJmilnf Wllu-Aii- nt In ICTJ ... ai. .
1 1 u Agw "c "luuuiaciuretiof woollen goods $01,000,000 ; in 1SS0, $207,- -

uw.uw, au lucreme ot asi per cent. Iu

we rr.occcED co.ooo.ooo rousDs of wool ;

In 18S0, 240,000,000 ponnds, an Increase of
nearly 300 per cent. In 1SO0 we mlned 15.- -
000,000 tons of coal; ln 1SS0, 79,000,000
tons, nn increase oi over 400 per cent. In
1800 we made 937,000 tons of plg Iron; ln
lsso, a.coo.uw 10ns. in ibco we manu-
factured 233,000 tons of rallroad lron, and
iu 1680, 1,203,000 tons. In 1600 our nggre- -
gate ot natlonal wenltn was $10,159,000.- -
000; ln 1880, itwaa $43,000,000,000.

From 1843 to 1800, during the low tarlff
period, there was but n sinKle year in
whlch we exported In excess of what we
imported. The balance of trade dnrlne
the 12 of the 13 years waa agalnst us. Our
people were dralned of thelr money to pay
tor forelgn purchases. We sent abroad
over and above our sales $390,210,101. Thls
vast sum was drawn trom the Unlted
States, from lts buslness, from tbe chan-nel- a

of trade, whlch would have been bet-t-

employed ln productlve enterprlses
and thus supplled our wants for whlch
we were compelled to po abroad. During
the last 13 years, under n protectlve tarlff,
there was but one year that the balance of
trade was agalnst us. For 12 years we
sold to our forelgn customers ln excess of
what we bought from them the sum ot
$1,012,059,755. 1

Thls contrast makes an interesting
of the work under tho two systems.

You need not be told that tbe government
nnd tbe people are most prosperous whose
balance of trade ia in thelr favor. The
government is like the cltlzen ; ludeed, it
lsbut an nggregation of cltlzens; nnd
when the cltlzen buys more tban he sella
he Is soon conscloua that hls year'a bus
ness has not been a snccess. Onr wealth
lncreasea $873,000,000 every year, whlle the
Increase ot France ia $375,000,000, Great
Britaln $325,000,000 nnd Germany $200,.
000,000. The total carrying capaclty of all
the vessels entered and cleared from
Amerlcan ports during the yenr 1SS0-S- 7 in
the forelgn trade was 2S,000,000 tons. The
amount of frelght transported by the
rallroads of the Unlted States was nlone
4S2,000,000 tons during tbe same period.
The sum of our indnstries exceeds that ot
any other people or trlbe or natlonality.
Mulhall, the Engllsh statlstlclan, places
the Indnstries ot the Unlted States ac

I1 lfi.1 IWYl Onn nnnnnlln n.hlph la Onr.

000,000 more than those of tho Unlted?
Klngdom of Great Britaln, nearly twlce
that of France or Germany, nearly three
tlmes tbat of Itussia and almost equal to
the aggregated Indnstries of Antrla,
Italy, Spaln, Uelglum, Holland, Australla,
Canada and Sweden and Norwav. Thls
advancement ls the worid's wonder. The
natlons of the earth cannot furnlsh such a

SrLENDID EI1IIBITIOS OF rROORESS.
ln nny age or perlod. We defy n revenue
tarlff policy to present snch nn eshlb. m
of material prosperity and lndnstrlal

Arts, sclences, nud llterature
have held thelr own ln this wondorful
march. We nre prosperous y beyond
any other people. The masses nre better
cared for, better provlded for, more

nnd more Independent than
ever before In our history. whlch
cannot be sald of the masses of other coun-trle- s.

One ot the striklng dlfferences
a revenue tarluT and a protectlve

tarlff Is that the former sends the coney
of lta people abroad for forelgn snpplles
and seeks out a forelgn market. Thelat- -
ter Keeps tne money at nome among our
own people, clrculatlng through the arter-ie- s

of trade, and creates n market at home,


